24 December 1992 



Dear Steve: 

Thanks for the letter — and Happy Holidays. My 
New Year's wish is that we can find a different hobby 
by the time 1993 is over. 

I have some observations re conspiracy and our 
favorite patsy. The first has to do with exactly when 
Oswald realized he was the patsy. I think this 
realization may have happened further down the Blvd . , so 
to say, at the Texas Theater. He cot into the Rambler 
around 12:40, so he was still a part of the conspiracy 
at that point. I think he went wittingly into the 
Theater. 

Why the Theater? I don't know. If he were a 
conspirator, the Theater may have been a familiar 
and safe place, one probably used before. (Here's an 
area for further research.) On the other hand, if 
the conspirators were trying to escape, why not 
proceed to some apartment or private house instead of 
to a public theater? 

If the Theater was chosen haphazardly, without planning, 
it was a pretty poor conspiracy — or something happened to 
throw the conspiracy off. I'm toying with the idea that 
something happened to throw the rendezvous off. The other 
possibility is that Oswald was wondering around town on his 
own, and so much for conspiracy 'theories. 

I'm also questioning whether Oswald was % set up as 
the patsy or whether events fell out that w&V‘ by accident. 
None~ of the evidence on the sixth floor is without 
alternate explanation forbidding a conspiracy (even the 
three bullets arranged in a row). V/e have precious 
little go on beyond the sixth floor evidence and Oswald's 
statements. I. don't know what he was up to in custody 
— the real crime here is the failure to keep a record 
of his statements to police -- but I would not expect nim 
to admit to murder. "I'm just a patsy " sound s better than 
"Okay, boys, you got me." 



If Oswald were the patsy, why didn’t the other 
conspirators kill him rather than let the police capture 
him? (I. don’t think the capture was planned and it’s not 
suscipious why so many police arrived at the Theater, since 
they were only six/seven blocks away at the Tippit scene . ) 

The conspirators couldn't guarantee he wouldn’t spill the 
beans or that higher placed conspirators among the lawmen 
would act as they were supposed to; this faith is 
incomprehensible, I don’t care whether the mob or the 
CIA killed JFK. 

That they didn't kill him anywhere on route suggests 
he was a part of the consoiracy. Of course, they couldn’t 
kill him at the T3BD * That would have been too .suscipious 
and they couldn’t slow-down their get-away. 

The Rogers /Holt story is, in my humble opinion, a 
hoax. (I think the same re the Morrow book.) The pictures 
don't add up and everything in their stories has been 
known for years. And there’s a guy in CA. sitting in 
wealthy retirement who's claimed involvement in assassination 
and not one law enforcement agent in USA is interested. 
Conspiracy buffs may say this demonstrates a cover-up. I 
think it demonstrates a lack of substance in his story. 

The Thornley reference you asked for is not in the 
House volumes, but is part of their unpublished records, 
obtainable through the Natl. Archives or through AARC 
/'possibly). Re Thornley, there's’ a book called the 
^ Illuminatus Tr ilogy by R. Shea and R. Wilson dedicated to 



Let's w together after the Hew Year -- maybe 

around Jan . 1 Oth or so. Rich Buckley wants to gat back 
involved and so does Rich McLaughlin. The fo^ur of us may 
be able to pursue ah area of research. I have some ideas, 
but I'm 'open to any of substance. 

Best wishes, 



him 




Dennis 



